Kong's patents by providing the possibility to re-register its patents after just a formal examination. The Patent (Amendment) Bill 2015 will also increase the standard for the Short Term Patent. Short Term Patent owners need to ask the Registrar for substantive examination after grant, or face revocation. In the same vein, under the new ordinance, these patentees can only sue a third party for infringement if they have requested substantive examination or already have a certificate of substantive examination.
Hong Kong will allow for first and further medical use claims.
3 The legal fiction of non-susceptibility of industrial application for a diagnostic, therapeutic or surgical treatment under Hong Kong's patent ordinance is resolved if the claim is phrased as a purpose-limited product claim. Also, the ordinance resolves the problem that the known substance is not novel if it concerns a first but also further medical use. One can argue that allowing first medical use is a balanced policy decision: between protecting purpose-limited claims and accessibility to generics. However, with second and further medical use, the scales are tipped towards protection of extending originators' patent rights, despite a lack of novelty and marginal inventiveness. 4 This might not be conducive for generics and the access to reasonably priced medicines. Then again it might be positive for efficacy studies. Greater efficacy by way of timing, frequency, dosage or sequence of the administration of the drug or in combination with a new compound, or for a new patient group, etc.
Hong Kong followed the UK, 5 which followed the EPO in the adoption of the use of Swiss-type claims. 6 The EPO and UK no longer allow this kind of convoluted claim. Instead, they permit first and further medical use claims to be expressed via direct phrased claims. Hong Kong will allow both kinds of claim and continues to allow Swiss-type claims to allow for re-registering of Chinese patents with this sort of claim. 
